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PART III. NARRATIVE EVALUATION AND GOMMENT

Camilla Bauska owns an 80-acre tract of property that is accessed through a legal right-
of-way easement (ROW) on a road that crosses FWP property known as the McGregor
Peak Road. Camilla Bauska exchanged ROW with Champion Timberlands in 1975;
however, two existing spur roads, both approximately 500 feet in length frcm the
McGregor Peak Road to Bauska's ownership in adjoining Section 4 have been used by
the Bauskas for years, but with no legal easement. These roads are used because the
legal easement accesses only the top portion of the propefl, and the terrain would
make access from the top to the bottom of the property difficult. The property is
encumbered with Land and Water Conservation Funds, and therefore FWP cannot grant
an easement on the land without mitigation of similar fiscal and resource/recreation
value, with the exchange being of benefit to FWP. Prescriptive Rights probably could
successfully be challenged on the basis of use before the land was ac4uired by FWP,
but it was not to either party's benefit to pursue this. Therefore, the five altematives
listed above are being considered.

PART IV. EACONCLUSION SECTION

1. Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this EA, is an EIS requircd? YES /
NO lf an EIS is not rcquired, explain Uhy the EA is the appropriate level of
analysis for this proposed action:

Given the minor hature of the impacts, an Envircnmental Assessment is the proper level of
analysis for the proposed action.

2. Describe the level of public involvement for this project, if any; and, given the
complexiQr and the seriousness of the environmental issues assoclated with the
proposed action, is the level of public involvement appropriate under the
circumstances?

The draft environmental assessment will be posted on the internet, placed in the legal
advertisements of the Daily lnter Lake, and distributed to a mailing list statewide. lf
there is sufficient public interest, a public meeting will be held.

3. Duration of comment period, if any: Thirty days, February 6 through March 8, 2003.

4. Name, title, address, and phone number of the person(s) responslble for preparing
the EA:

Marty Watkins, Regional Park Manager
Fish, Wildlife and Parks
490 N. Meridian
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406) 7514573
mawatkins@state. mt. us

Bauska Easement Public Review Drafl - Zsloa 
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Bauska, as it would maximize development possibilities. FWP is concerned whether
the donation would adequately satisfy the requirements for LWCF. Mrs. Bauska
would cover all up-front costs for survey and appraisal requirements. See Exhibit 2.

Alternative 3: ROW Restrictions. Mrs. Bauska would give up the original 66-foot-
wide easement on the McGregor Peak Road. FWP would grant a new ROW on the
McGregor Peak Road with a 40-foot width. Spur 1 would be a 40-foot width for the
ROW and would be restricted to 2 single-family residences and outbuildings. Spur 2
would be a 4O-foot ROW with restrictions limiting the use to one single-family
residence and outbuildings. All roads could be used for future natural resource
management. Bauska would vacate that portion of the McGregor Peak Road ROW
from the Spur 2 junction to the Bauska property line. This option should satisfy both
the value and habitat requirements, and may be more expedient; however, if access
to the property was gained through other properties than FWP, increased
development could occur. See Exhibit 3.

Alternative 4: Land Exchange. Mrs. Bauska would acquire a parcel of land that
would be useful to FWP as recreational access and exchange it for all or a portion of
the ownership of FWP in Section 9. This exchange would be of equal value
financially and may be of higher value recreationally. FWP would consider covering
all up-front costs, depending on the recreational value of the property acquired by
Mrs. Bauska. However, this option would be expensive for Mrs. Bauska.

Alternative 5: Do not grant the easement. This would preclude development of
the property until another access could be found or a road could be built within the
property boundary that would accommodate subdivision. Due to the terrain,
construction of such a road would be costly.

2. Evaluation and listing of mitigation, stipulation, or other contro! measures
enforceable by the agency or another government agency:

4a and b: Housing sites will probably be developed as a result of this action more rapidly than they would otherwise.
Landscaping for housing will alter the existing native vegetation in and around the homes.

59 and h: With the future addition of home sites on this property, and the related animals and pets, the level of stress on
wildlife that use this area during winter months will be increased. This may be partially mitigated, depending on the
altemative that is chosen.

6a. Noise levels would be increased due to the activities that surround residential development, but the amount of increase
would be minor.

9a. This project would enable a higher level of development of residential housing than may be possible at this time.
Depending on the alternative selected, this could be mitigated through a conservation easement, easement restrictions, or not
mitigated.

10a, c, and d: The development of housing in this area will necessitate services to septic systems, power, waste disposal, etc.
Houses will be developed with or without this proposal, but the density of the housing over the long term may be impacted by

the altemative selected in this EA.

1 1c: The establishment of residential property adjacent to winter range/open space/recreational propertywill have social and
biologic impacts. These impacts will be minor. The level of impacts will be contingent on the altemative selected for this
project.

Bauska Easement Public Review Draft - zl5l0a
1-4
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PART ll. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW rcournueot

1. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the no-action
altematlve) to the proposed action, whenever alternatives are reasonably
available and prudent to consider; and a discussion of how the alternatives
would be implemented:

LWGF Encumbrance. The McGregor Peak Road property was acquired with
assistance from the federal Land & water Conservation Fund. Section 6(f) of the
LWCF Act of 1965 encumbers properties so acquired or developed. Requests from
the project sponsor for permission to convert LWCF assisted properties in whole or
in part must be submitted by the State Liaison Officer to the appropriate NPS
Regional Director in writing. NPS will consider conversion requests if the following
prerequisites have been met:

. All practical alternatives to the conversion have been evaluated and rejected on
a sound basis,

r The fair market value of the property to be converted has been established and
the property prcposed for substitution is of at least equal fair market value as
established by a State approved appraisal (prepared in accordance with uniform
Federal appraisal standards) excluding the value of structures or facilities that will
not directly enhance its outdoor recreation utility.

e The property proposed for replacement is of reasonably equivalent usefulness
and location as that being converted. Dependent upon the situation and the
discretion of the Regional Director, the replacement property need not provide
identical recreation experiences or be located at the same site, provided it is in a
reasonably equivalent location. Generally, the replacement property should be
administered by the same political jurisdiction as the converted property. NPS will
consider State requests to change the project sponsor when it is determined that a
different political jurisdiction can better carry out the objectives of the original project
agreement.

Alternative 1: Grant the ROW in exchange for a Conservation Easement. The
Conservation Easement would be on the 80 acres owned by Mrs. Bauska, and
would restrict development rights to 2-3 single-family residences. The ROW width
on the spur roads would be limited to 40 feet. Mrs. Bauska would vacate that
portion of the McGregor Peak Road ROW from Spur 2 to the Bauska property line.
This option is prefened by FWP for satisfoing both the value exchange as well as for
long-term habitat protection. FWP would cover all up-front costs to process this
option. Mrs. Bauska would be responsible for paying any stewardship fee to a
private nonprofit for holding the Conservation Easement. See Exhibit 1.

Alternative 2: Land Donation. Mrs. Bauska has offered to donate 4 acres to FWP
to satisff the value exchange of the ROW. This is the prefened option for Mrs.

Bawka Easemsnt Publlc Revlew Dran - ZslG,
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SIGNIFTCAIICE CRITERIA

13. SI'MMARY EVATUATION OF SIGNIFICAI{CE

Will the proposed action, coneidered as a
whoIe, ;

Can Impact
Be

Mitigated#
PotentiaJ.Ly
Significant

a. Have impacts tshat are individually
limited, but, cttrrulatively consLderable?
(A project or program may result in
impacEs on two or more aeparate
regources, which create a eignificanE
effect when coneldered together or in
total. )

b. Inwolve potential ri-eks or adverae
effects, which are uncertain but
extremely hazardoue if they were to
occur?

c. Potentsially conflict wlth the
substantive requirements of any locaI,
state, or federal law, regulation,
sEandard, or formal plan?

d. Establish a precedent or lLkelihood
that future actiong with significant
envirorrmental imoacte will be proposEd?

e. Generate substantial debate or
controversy about the natur€ of the

Es that would be creaEed?

rf. For P-R/D-iI, is the project expected
to have organized opposition or generate
substantial public controweray? (.8,1-so see
13e. )

++9. For P-R/D-iI, list any federal or
state permite required.

Connnent
Index

lJ

+

++

lhrratr,v€ D..crilrtlom and EvaLurtlosr of th. Cuurlatr,v. .nd Seeddarlr EffectE qr Watsr n rotrrc.. (Attaeh addlttdr.l
pag.. of n.rrBtr,v. ,,f n..ded) r

IEIuit! . Ellattr .t l.Ell.n u!d.t Eall III ab.crlblng Eh! .cq,. .!it 1.a!1 o! l4,Ect. It t!. lq,act I. u!gm, aqrl.l! liby tlE urtorotr trp..r b.. lot
or caa not b. ev.lu.t.d,
Ilclud! a BlratlE &.crl,9t1or a(br.r.hg rb. 1r.r latlolltl.d ln 12.a.60a-1. (AnI).
D.t.Ente vlEth.r tlE (blcatlEit tuE.cE uy r..u1c .nd ...Doad 06 th. checutt. Dc!c!lb! sy d'tr o! Do!.rtt.tly .lgrlltcEr lq,.cE..
hc1ud. . di,.cul8to abour th. l!.uc in rh. Er @rlBtlrc .l IEIlit iioc1DEatatt@ tC 1c riU bc u..!u1.

t2
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Can Impact

Be
Mitigated$

Potentially
Significant

a. Alteratsion of any scenic viEEa, or
creation of an aEstshatically offensive
site or effect thats is open to publj-c
wiew?

b. Alteration of the aeethetic eharacter
of a connnunitv or neighborhood?

>c. Alteration of the qualitY or
quant,ity of recreational/tourism
opportunities and settinga? (Attsach
tourism report.)

+d. For P-R/D-J, will any designaEed or
propoaed wiLd or scenic rivers, traila,
or tyiLderness 'ar€as be impacted? (Also
see 11a, 11c.)

1 . AESTHETICS/RECF,EATION

Will the propoeed action result in:

![rrratlva lresclLt tLosr and Egaluagtqr of ttr6 Clerlatl,we atrd gacdrdary BffectE dt Land naaoulcaa (ltta6b addltt(Iral
prgea ol Darratlve ,,t needed,3

l1c: Ite eetsabllshreDt of regideltial propertsy adjacent tso rriEter raage/open Epace/recreat,lonal property will
have aoclal and biologic inpacls. TheEe ilqracts will be mlnor. The leve1 of inpactB will be cootiugent qr the
alternaEj.ve selected for lhis prolect.

+

t
++

*2 . CUT,TIIRAt/IIrSTORrCAL RESOURCES

Will the proposed action reeult in:

t{arratlvs Dorcripttqr rnd Evaluatlqr of the C1@rlatLve rttd 8ec6d!ry Etf6ct6 dt Latrd naaourca! (Attach sddtgloa.l
plgtar of nrllatlva Lf n€6d€d) r

rEtuit!. !'f ttc.4,I.Dtl@ uiLr Paar III d..c!lb!€ UL lcop. .id 1.81 ot i4rct. tf lh. tt'let t. udslm, eq,lrtD uby E!. untDoh tllEl b.. @t
06 c.n nol b. .vrh.ted.
filclu& ! tt.ttv. ii..cli.ptlon addr..shE Lh! tl.o! lO.ntll1.al lE 12.8.50a-rr (r$l).
Dlr.tElB yIErlEt th. ai..crlb.il tut Ect !.y !.au1! .dl rc.Dodd dr th. ch.clu.t. D.lcri,br atry ndro! or Dol.rtlrUy rlgallicart lq,.cta.
I!.luit! r dtscu..ld.bdt Eh. l.ru. tr lh€ Ea ratratlve d inctulte ibcu6lat16tr L! tt yill be u.e!ul.

11

Can Impact
Be

Mitigated0
Potentially
Significant

>a. Deetruction or alteration of any
eite, etructure, or object of
prehistoric, historic, or
alaontoloqical

b. Physical change that would affect
sultural valuee?

c. Effecte on existing religious or
sacred ugea of a site or area?

++d. For P-R/D-iI, will the project
affect hietoric or cultural resources?
Attach SHPO letter of clearanc€. (AIso
see 12a.)
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10. PI,BtIC SERVICES/TA:ffiS/I,TILITIES IUPAET*

Can Impact
BE

Mitigatsed#
Coru
Ind-

Y{iII the proposed action regult in:
UnknownO None ldinorO

Potentially
Sigmificant

a. Wilt the propoeed action have an
effect upon or result in a need for new
or altered governmental services in any
of the foLLowing areaa: fire or police
protection, schoole, parksr/recreational
faciLit,ies, roads or other public
maintenance, water supply, aew€lr or
septic EyEt€mE, solid waate diaposal,
health, or oEher governmental services?
If any, spacify:

x 10a

b. will the propoaed action have an
effect upon the local or state tax base
and revenueg?

x

c. Will the proposed action result in a
need for new facilities or substantial
alterations of any of the following
utiLitsies: elecErical power, natural gaa,
other fuel supply or dietributlon
systems, or conununications?

x 10c

d. WiLL the proposed action result, in
increased uee of any enercry gource?

x 10d

>e. Define rrroJected revenue sourceg.

>f. Define prolecEed maintenance coats.

g, Other:

\J

+

++

ItEaatllt D..crlptlon and AtaluatLoa of th6 Cumrlatlw€ lnd g.cqrd.ry BffectE qr LlEd R.loEceE (AttBch add.tt@.I
prg€. of nrrr.tiv. Lf, u.od.d) 3

10a, c, aEd d: Tbe development of housing itt this area will neceagitat.e servicee to Eeptslc Eystcn6, pot er, t aste
diEposal, etc. Ilouses will be developed witb or without EhlE proposal. but the den6l;y of Lhe housiug ovcr Ehe
long ter nay be Llpacted by the alternaCive aelected in this EA.

Irc1u& . D.urllv. .reltlllldt udbr Part ttI iL.cllbhg th! ..toD. .rd 1.E1 o! t!p.c!. It tb. lq,.ct l. qhoh, ap1.ln eh, t!. udsrl 14Ect !E EEo! caa rcr b. d.luE.d.
Inclui!.. n.ataEi.E itlrcllt tl@ .ildrc.rhg th. lrd! t(L!ti!L.at lD 12.1.50a-1. (aru).
Det.dlE eh.th.t Ehc it .crtDcd tlr{t.ct Ey !.au1t lrd t.rEdil 6 !b. ctr.ctl,lBt. De.crtbc uy itffi or t or4rl.Ily .1grt!lc6r i.!E tcr..
I..Lud! r dl.cu.aio6 rbout lh. l!.u. ln tb. Et E!!.EiE.!d tncluiie doctffir.rld ll 1r rt1l b! u.e!ut.

10
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Can Impact

Be
Mitigated#

Potenti,aIIy
Sigrnificant

a. Risk of an oq>losion or release of
hazardous substsances (including but not
limited to oil, pesticides. chemicals, or
radiation) in tshe event of an accident or
other forms of dieruption?

b. Affect an exigting emergency resporrse
or emergency evacuation plan or create a
need for a new Dlan?

c. Creation of any human health hazard or
tenEial hazard?

+d. For P-R/D-iI, wil]- any chemLcal
toxicante be used? (Also see 8a.)

8. RrSK/.HEAITH HAZARDS

iI1 the propoeed action result in:

NErrtLwe D66crl,ptr.dr and Evalu.tLon of the G.@rlEtIw€ .nd Secqrd8r:z Etf.ct. o(t Land R.rour..r (lttlcb addittdul
pagar of nrrrltsIwe ,.f Daadad) r

9. COMMIINITY IITTPACT

Will the proposed action reault inr

a. Alteration
distribution,

of the l"ocation,
deneity, or growth rate of

+

+

+t

ttre human ation of an area?

lllallat'lw€ Da8crLptlon aad EvaluatLoor of, th€ CrErIrtIw€ ltrd S€cordary Bffacga oo LaDd neaourcaa (Attach eddttl.dr.l
pag., of n!.rrtlwa if a6.d.d) r

9a. This project rrould enable a hlgher level of develc,I,ficnt of reBidential housing than nay be poB6ible at thi6
tiuE. DependiEg on the aLternative selected, thiB could be mitigaEed through a cqrBcrvaEioEr ca6erlEut., eaaenen!
reatrLcElora, or noE mltigaled.

IEluib. EllaElc eq,l.Etl6 ur&a P.!t III de.q:tbhg ll'G !c.p..!d r.v.l ol irpact- t! tlE t I,!.E t. urlnoua, cry1.L rh, tb u*,.E lqr.r b.r @t
o! c.! nor b. *rlul.d.
tnclud. . lEattvc a!..criDlld *ld!.!.nE lLr lrco! tiLrtllled ltr 12,8.504-1. (AIx).
D.t tiinc vhllh.t tlr! aLactib.d tltgtct lEy te.ult Bad !c.t odd d i.h. ch.ck1t.r. D.Ecllbe uy rlmr o! DoC.nlt.Uy r&nttlcalt le.c!..
hclua!. . (tlad..t@.bout th. l.Eu. lD t!. EA tElatlE .nd lnclud. docud.lE.tlod l! lt vltl b. u..flrl.

9

Can Impact,
Be

Mitigated#
Potentially
Significant,

b. Alterati.on of the social structure of
a eommunit

c. Alteration of the lewel or
distribution of enqrloymenL or conrnunity
or personal income?

d. Changes in industrial or corulercial
actiwiEv?

e. Inereased traffic hazards or effects
on exisEing transporEaEion facilities or

tterns of movement of people and qoods?

f. Other:
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B . HIII,IAN EI'iI.RONMEIIIT

5. NOrSE/ELEgTRTCAL EFFECTS

Will the proposed action result inr

IMP}CT#

Can ImpacE
Be

Mitigated0
Cormne*--
IndexUnknown# None MinorS

Potentially
Significant

a. Increaees in existing noise leve1s? x No 6a

b. Exlrosure of people to aever€ or
nuisance noise levels?

x

c. Creation of electroeEatic or
electromagnetic effeets that could be
detrimental to human health or property?

x

d. Interference with radio or television
reeeption and operation?

x

e. OEher:

NarratLva De6crlptLon and Evaluatr,or of tho Cr.urlrt,Lw6 and geco[rdaat Ef,fects or trtrd Rororrrcoa (Attach rddl.tl.qral
prg6E of narratlw€ Li naadad) t

6a. Noise levels would be iucreaaed due go Ehe actlvLtLeE that gurrourd re5identLaL developnEnt, but the anount
of iacreaEe would be niuor.

7 . L}I{D USE

will the proposed action reeult inr

IITTPACT+

Can Impact
Be

Mitigat,edS
Conurent
InUnknown0 None MinorO

Pot,entially
Sigmificant

a. Alteration of or interference with the
productivitsy or profitability of the
existinq land use of an area?

x

b. Conflict with a designated natural
area or area of unusual scientifie or
educational irnportance?

x

c. Conflict with any existing land uee
whoee presenc€ would constrain or
potenElallrr prohibiE the propoeed action?

x

d. Adwerse effects on or relocation of
residencee?

x

e. Otherr

l{.fiatLv. D.tcrr,Ptlon arrd Evrlultlonr of th. Ctmrl.tiv. .ild EecoErdlrl7 Eff.ct. dr l,.nd l€Eource. (.f,tglcb add1tl6El
pag.. of DBrrativ. if D.ed.d) t

#

+

+i)

rnclude a narrative oqrlanaEion under Parb III describing the scope and leve1 of impacE,. If bhe impact ie unknown, explain uhy the
or can not be evaluat,ed,
Include a narrative description addreseing the iE.emE idenEified in 12,8,604-1a (ARM).

Determine whether the described impact may resulE and respond on t.he checklist. Describe any minor or potentially sigmificant
Include a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include documenEaE.ior if iE. will be useful-

I

unknown iqlact has not

impact.s.



l*Dra{rtr
Can Impact

Be
MitigatedS

Potentially
Significant

a. Deterioration of critical fl-gh or
wildlife habitat?

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance
of qagre animals or bird

c. Changes in the diwersity or abundanee
of nonqame speciee?

d. Introduction of new speciea into an
area?

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration
or movement of animals?

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rare,
threatened, or endangered epecies?

g. Increase in conditions that atress
wildlife populations or limit abundance
(ineluding haraegment, I-egal or illegal
harvest, or other human activitY) ?

FISH/WILDLIFE

WiLl the proposed action result inr

++h. For P-R/D-ir, will the project be
performed in any area in which T&E specieg
are presents, and will the project affect
ny T&E species or their habitat? (ALso
re 5f . )

ri. E'or P-R/D-iI, will the project
int,roduce or export any species not
pr€sently or hietorieally occurring in the
receivinq location? (Also see 5d.)

t{aEativa DaacrlpttoEr lnd Egaluatlod of tha CurElrtLva r.ad gecdrdrry Eff€ct! oa Lrnd Reroulcas (Attach addlti@al
prge. o! rerratlv. If needed):

59 and h: Wltsh the futsure addit.ion of hollte site8 on thLs property, and Ehe relaCed alimalB aad peE6, tshe
Ieve1 of gtreBE oE wildlife thats use tshiE area during wiutcr ronthE will be inqreaged. ThI6 may be partlally
nitlgated, depeudiug on the altemative thaE iE cho6en.

+

+t

Include a narrative explanation under ParE III describing Ehe Ecope and ]eveL of irqract. If Ehe
or can noE be evaluated.
Include a narrative description addressing the it.ems identsified in 12.8.604-1a (ARil).
Determine wheEher the described impact may result and respond on the checklisE. Degcribe any
Include a discussion about t,he issue in the EA narrative and include documentaEion if it will

7

irqracE is. unknown. expJ.ain why Ehe unknoh,n iuqracts has nots

minor or potenEially significant impacts.
be usefuL.
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Can Impact

Be
Mitigated#

4. VEGETATION

WiIl the propoged action regult inr Pot,entiaIIy
Significant,

a. Changee in the diwersitY,
productivity, or abundance of plant
species (including tre€s, shrubs, Elrass,

tic pl"ants) ?

b. Alteration of a plant conuruniEy?

c. Adverse effectg on any unigue, rar6,
species?

d. Reduction in acreage or productJ.vity
of any agricultural land?

e. Eetablishment or spread of noxious
weeds?

+rf . for p-R/D.-iI, wil"l, the project
affect wet,lande, oE prime and unique
farmland?

g. Other:
Narrative Description and Eraluation of the Curmrlative and Seeondarll EffectE on Land Resources
pages of narratiwe if needed):

Attach addit,ional

4a aEd b: Houging BiteB wiLl probably be developed aa a regult. of thlE action nore rapidly than chey would
otherrriBe. Landscaping for housiDg uLII al,ter Ehe exiaEiDg nat.ive vegctatsion la and around the bollEE.

Incluala I tr!'aEIE ql,lanatl(E ut|ab! E rt IIt 
':!!sc!rbt'g 

th! .@!,. .El IGEL o! 148t. r! Eh. lnEst l. ulsHr, ..elalu yhy tll ud.roa irElct br|a rEt
o! ce rct be daluaEeil.
tEctui!. r !!!!.ttv. at .crLDEl6 .dd!c..lrg thc tEcfr3 io.ntltl.d ln 12.1.60a-tr (arll).
D.tctulrc vhctlEr tbc ite.cllb.d lif,acE ll.y r.3ul! .nd !..D.ad @ th! ch.clltt. Dctcli,b. rry rllE oa DoE4tLlly rtgrtlictnl tq,rct!.
IlcluO! . dl.c!.!td rbdc the l..E h rh! E B!!.tlE lnd bc1uo. docrfi.ntrttod tt tl ,iII bG ucfut.

6
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Can Impact

Be
Mitigat,edS

Pot,entiaIly
Significant

>a. Diseharge into eurface water or any
aLEeration of surface water quality,
including but not limiEed to temperature,
dissolved oxygen, or turbidi

b. Changes in drainage patsterna or the
rate and amount of gurface runoff?

c. Alteration of the course or magmiEude
of floodwater or other flowe?

d. Changea in the amount of eurface wat€r
in any water body or creation of a new

e. Expoaure of people or property to
water-related hazards guch as flood

f. Chanqes in the sualitrr of qroundwater?

in the quantity of groundwater?

h. Increase in riek of contamination of
surface or crroundwater?

k. Effects on other userg aa a result of
any alteration in surfac€ or groundwater

+rI. For P-R/D-iI, will the project affect
a desiqnated fI lain? (AI-so eee 3c.)

+m. For P-R/D-iI, will the project result
in any discharge that will affect federal
or state water qtraltty regulations? (Also
see 3a. )

VfATER

WiIl the proposed action resuLt in;

i. Effects on
rservation?

any existing wat,er right or

l. Effects on
reeult of any

other water
alteration

ugerg as a
in surface or

+

+

l+

ality?

l{arratLv. D.tcrlptrdr ..od Evalu.tl,or of th. ct.erl.tLvE lDd s.cdrdary E!f6ct6 dr ult6r !.rourc.r (Attach rdd.r.ttdr.l
Dagaa o! aBrrBtiva ,f ne€ded) r

IEluii. t fr.tivc os,l.lllio ulibr Pat llt &.clblE th. acolr .ril l.Et o! lq,.cc. r! rb. 1n9.ct is uds@, .lq,Ldn dry th. urtlm ,4EE h.. lor
or c.n rlot b. ry.lu.t.d.
trlcluib a narlatlE itlrcEl,Dtter adalle..hg EhG 1t.r id.itifl.d !r 12.3.60ia-L. On ).
DetertrlDc rlr.lh.r Ul! &lcrteil ltp.cE Dy !.rult and !..p@tr 6 !h! chccktl.t. Dc.crtb. .ny dnor o! ir.t.!!t.I\. .tgrLltcant tq.ct!.
lrclu':!. . dltrcuDi@ about th. i.rE l! rh! aA nlrrltlv! .rit lrc1uit dloacltlttou Mr v:LIt b. u3.ful.
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2. AIR

v{ill the propoeed action result in:

II{PACT+

Can Impact
Be

Mitigated$
Cormnent
IndexUnknown0 None Minor*

Potentially
Sigmificant

>a. Bnission of air pollutanta or
deterioration of ambient air guality?
(llso see 13c.)

x

b, Creation of objectionable odors? x

c. Alteration of air mowement, moisture,
or temllerature patterns or any change in
climate, either Iocal1y or regionally?

x

d. Adverse effecte on wegetation,
including crops, du€ to increaeed
emissions of pollutanta?

x

+e. For P-R/D-J projects, will the
project result in any diaeharge, whlch
wiLl conflict with federal or sEate air
quality regs? (ALso see 2a.)

x

f . Ot,her

*

+

++

Nlrr.tsLv. D..crIDtLoB rnd Eva1u.tl@ of th€ clEIrlBtl,v. !!d g.co6d.ry Et!.ct. 6r lLr R.!ou!ca! (Attrch .ddl,tl,q[l
pag.. o! E.rr.tLv. It need€d) r

Islu(b . dErrlE .t l.Dtl6 EiL! P.rt tII de.clbllg tl! ..q). .!ral lGEl ol tqrcE. If lh. l4Lct 1. untDo!6. .re1.t! rhy l!! unkroh tif.ct b. lot
or c.n rcl b. .vrlu.tcd.
r.cluite . EEatfu .i...!lptioa aililr.!3tnE th. it.trE lilatill.d h 1r.8,60,1-1. Gxr).
DlEe lE yhcth.! tlE dL.crlb.d tip.ct rry rc.ull .!it lc.Dodl @ th! ch.cktl.t. De.elb. sy DltE ot t ot4t!..Uy .tgntltc&t tErct..
hcluit! . ill.q..to!r about thc l!!u. h tt !a nltr tlec lrd lrclud! ilocrcrtatloE i! tt yiU b. u.c!ul.
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PART II. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

. Evaluation of the impacts of the proposed action, including secondary and cumulative impacts
on the physical and human environment.

A. PHYSICAL EIWIRONMENT

Will the proposed action result inr Potentially
Signiftcant

>a. Soil instabilitsy or changes in
c eubstructure?

b. Disruption, dieplacement, eroeiorr,
eompaction, moisture Iose, or over-
covering of soil, which would reduce

tiwiEy or fertility?

>c. Destruction, coveringr oE
modification of any unlque geol-ogic or

L featuree?

d. Changes in siltation, deposition, or
erosion patterns that may modify the
channel of a river or strean, or the bed
or shore of a lake?

e. E:qroeure of peopl€ or
earthquaker, landsLj.des,
r other natural hazard?

property to
ground failure,

,
+

tt

. Other (list)
Narrative DeEcription and tvaluaLion of the Grmulative and Seeondary Effects
pages of narrat,ive if needed) :

Land Resources (Attach additional

Ietuab. !.s.tl,r.lqrt.Etl@ ur&r Eaai III d!.(rlDirg trE acotE alit r€r1 o! Lq,4t. Mh. Lhp.ct t. untDm, !.Al.tn riy th. ultf,m tltec b.! Dt
or ce nol b. d.turlcd.
tlctud. r Ellrllvc a!.!c!lrttd addler.llg ttr lE.trr iibrtllleil ltr 12.9,50a-1a (rni).
D.t. lE ebctlEa tbe it .crtb.il llI,lcr dy 6.u1E .!d !!4dd d EIr! ch.cltl6t. D..c!lb. .!y 61rc! oa FtoEl.lty .lgEtrlc..t Lr&.cE..
trcLud! . d1.o..16 .bdt tlre iE.u! b E!. E lal,.Elve .nd itrclud. doclE t.tLon l! it itU b. u..tu1,.
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9.

10.

(a) Permits:

Aqencv Name Permit Date Filed/#

(b) Funding:

Agencv Name Fundins Amount

(c) Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional
Responsibilities:

Aqencv N,ame - _ Tvpe of Responsibilitv

11. List of Agencies Consulted During Preparation of the EA:

l-Dra*tr
Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Project, lncluding the Benefits and Purpr
of the Proposed Actlon:

Camilla Bauska owns an 80-acre tract of property that is accessed through a legal right-of-way
easement (ROW) on a road that crosses FWP property known as the McGregor Peak Road.
Camilla Bauska exchanged ROW with Champion Timberlands in 1975; however, two existing
spur roads, both approximately 500 feet in length from the McGregor Peak Road to Bauska's
ownership in adjoining Section 4 have been used by the Bauskas for years, but with no legal
easement. The purpose of this project would be to grant legal easements to Mrs. Bauska so the
property could be split and sold.

Listing of Any Other Local, State, or Federa! Agency That Has Overlapping or Additional
Jurlsdictlon:

Bauska Easement Public Review Draft- 2l5l03
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BAUSKAEASEMENT

'A'NEPA/H8495 CHECKUST

PART I. PROPOSED ACTION DESGRIPTION

l. Type of Proposed State Action:

The proposed action is to grant an easement to access private property through FWP prcperty
above McGregor Lake.

2. Agency Authority for the Proposed Action:

Montana Code Annotated 23-1-101

3. Name of Project: Bauska Easement

4. Name, Address, and Phone Number of Project Sponsor (if other than the agency):

5. ifAppllcable:

Estimated Gonstruction/Gommencement Date: N/A
Estimated Gompletion Date:
Gurrent Status of Project Design (% complete):

6. Location Affected by Proposed Action (coun0t, range, and township):

Flathead County, Section 9, T26N, R25W

7. Project Size: Estimate the number of acres that would bb directly affected that are
currently:

Acre

(a) Developed:

residential

industrial

Open

Wet,lands,/Riparian Areas

80
irriqated cropland ..

drv crooland

forestrv

rancreland . . ,

AcreE

(d) Floodpl-ain

(e) Productive:

(b)

(c)

oth.r....

8. Map/Site PIan: Attach an original 8Tz" x 11" or larger sectlon of the most recent USGS 7.5'
series topographic map showing the location and boundaries of the area that would be
affected by the proposed action. A different map scale may be substltuted if more
appropriate or if required by agency rule. lf available, a site plan should also be attached.

See Exhibits 1 through 4.

Bauska Eassment Public Rwisr,i, Drafr - 2/5/03 
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I efiIo$olrls mislL,
)'frfrtdry@ftrte

Region One
490 N. Meridian Road
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406) 7s2-ss01
FAX: (406) 2s7 -0349
Ref:DV050-03
February 5,2003

To: Camilla Bauska
Mike Conner, 364 Ponderosa Skeet, Kalispell, 59901

Environmental Quality Council, Capitol Building, PO Box 201704, Helena, MT 59620-1704

Dept. of Environmental Quality, Planning, Prevention & Assistance, PO Box 200901, Helena,59620
Dept. of Environmental Quality, Permiffing Compliance, PO Box 200901, Helena, 59620-0901

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks: Director's Office - Reg Peterson; Parks Division - Walt Timmerman;
Legal Unit - Brandi Fisher; Lands - Darlene Edge

Montana Historical Society, SHPO, 225 North Roberts, Veteran's Memorial Building, Helena, 59620

Montana State Library, 1515 East Sixth Ave., Helena, 59620-1800
George Ochenski, PO Box 689, Helena, 59624
Wayne Hirst, Montana State Parks Foundation, PO Box 728, Libby, 59923
Montana State Parks Association, PO Box 699, Billings, 59103
Joe Gutkoski, President, Montana River ActionNetwork, 304 N 18tt'Ave., Bozeman, 59715
Rep. Verdell Jackson, 555 Wagner lane, Kalispell, 59901-8079
Sen. Bob DePratu, PO Box 1217, Whitefish,59937-1217
Jim Jensen, Montana Environmental Information Center, PO Box 1 184, Helena, 59624
Flathead County Commissioners, 800 S Main Street, Kalispell, 59901

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Fish, Wildlife & Parks, Region One, has prepared the enclosed draft Bauska Easement environmental
assessment for the purpose of granting an easement to access private property through FWP property
above McGregor Lake.

Please direct any questions or comments that you have by March 8, 2003, to Marty Watkins, Regional
Parks Manager,490 North Meridian Road, Kflispell, MT 59901, or e-mail to mawatkins@state. mt.us.
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